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Subject: NEXT RE: Follow Up Re PRIVILEGED NOTES RE: Carrie Poppy California 
Public Records Act Request *PRIVILEGED 

From: "Jeffrey C. Briggs, Esq." <jbriggs@jbriggslaw.com> 

Date: 6/2/20, 9:42 AM 

To: Blair Besten <blair@historiccore.bid> 


The only remaining items in regard to this open request are 2 and 5: 


Item 2 is 1/1/10 - today, letters or emails to someone in government supporting 
or opposing some "legislation," so it means a specific ordinance or statute, not 
for or against some policy. A letter about not settling that homeless case, or in 
favor of appealing Boise, or opposing letting people out of jail or not arresting in 
the first place is not about legislation. It would have to reference the LA 
Municipal Code or a Senate or Assembly bill (SB or AB) and then be specifically in 
favor or against it to be responsive. I think if you do a search for "legislation" and 
for "AB" and "SB" and "code" you likely will turn up anything you may have. 
Make notes about the searches you run so you have a record. My guess is you 
will have little specifically about opposing or supporting legislation of any kind. 


Item 5 pertains to "Lock it and Keep it" flyers or similar handouts, sounds like 
that is all you have that would be an "education campaign" of some kind—so get 
me a sample copy and | will provide what you have and say that is it. Also I will 
reference the newsletters—right now | see 2019 and 2020—are older ones 
coming on line anytime soon or at all? Let me know; if you have old newsletters 
at all, then they should go online. 


Thanks. Be safe. So glad you are out of downtown. 


May good habits adopted during lockdown be continued as freedom rings again. 


Jeffrey C. Briggs, Esq. 


Briggs Law 


2/23/21, 6:13 PM 
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3373 Country Home Court 

First Floor 

Thousand Oaks, CA 91362 
jbriggsqjbriggslaw.com 
www.jbriggslaw.com 

(323) 461-5400 

(323) 908-7275 fax 

Click here to upload encrypted files securely. 
Ask me about Hollywood 4WRD and 
ending homelessness in Hollywood, and 
Hollywood Central Park over the 101 


Freeway 


From: Jeffrey C. Briggs, Esq. <jbriggs@jbriggslaw.com> 

Sent: Thursday, May 21, 2020 3:12 PM 

To: Blair Besten <blair@historiccore.bid> 

Subject: RE: Follow Up Re PRIVILEGED NOTES RE: Carrie Poppy California Public 
Records Act Request *PRIVILEGED 

Importance: High 


Blair, see highlights below as a reminder of what we have left to do on this one— 
items 1, 2, and 5 are left to complete. Carrie thanked me for last week's update, 
but we should try to wrap this up soon, or at least as to one or two of the last 
remaining open items. (And from other sources we still think there is no direct 
connection to Riskin.) 


Jeffrey C. Briggs, Esq. 


2/23/21, 6:13 PM 
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Briggs Law 

3373 Country Home Court 

First Floor 

Thousand Oaks, CA 91362 
jbrigqgs@jbriggslaw.com 
www.jbriggslaw.com 

(323) 461-5400 

(323) 908-7275 fax 

Click here to upload encrypted files securely. 
Ask me about Hollywood 4WRD and 
ending homelessness in Hollywood, and 
Hollywood Central Park over the 101 


Freeway 


From: Jeffrey C. Briggs, Esq. <jbriggs@jbriggslaw.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, May 13, 2020 11:51 AM 


To: Blair Besten <blair@historiccore.bid> 

Subject: RE: Follow Up Re PRIVILEGED NOTES RE: Carrie Poppy California Public 
Records Act Request *PRIVILEGED 

Importance: High 


Thanks! 


As to Item 1, we need to do a quick income/revenue run on your accounting 
software and see what it comes up with. Please just do that for 2019 as a test 
and let me see that. 


Item 2, only can provide what we actually have, but leave this one for last unless 


2/23/21, 6:13 PM 


NEXT RE: Follow Up Re PRIVILEGED NOTES RE... 


you know some specifically off the top of your head and can send me those now. 


Item 3, thanks, that one is done now. 


Item 4, thanks, that one is done now. 


Item 5, yes if you have a flyer like that, send me copies of them. Then just let 
me know when all the newsletters are loaded online. 


Item 6, thanks, that one is also done now. 


Everyone asks for electronic versions these days. She has asked these questions 
of other BIDs, and we do not think she is directly connected to Riskin. 


Jeffrey C. Briggs, Esq. 
Briggs Law 

3373 Country Home Court 
First Floor 

Thousand Oaks, CA 91362 
jbriggsqjbriggslaw.com 


www.jbriggslaw.com 
(323) 461-5400 


(323) 908-7275 fax 
Click here to upload encrypted files securely. 


Ask me about Hollywood 4WRD and 
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ending homelessness in Hollywood, and 
Hollywood Central Park over the 101 


Freeway 


From: Blair Besten <blair@historiccore.bid> 
Sent: Tuesday, May 12, 2020 4:52 PM 


To: Jeffrey C. Briggs, Esq. <jbriggs@jbriggslaw.com> 
Subject: Re: Follow Up Re PRIVILEGED NOTES RE: Carrie Poppy California Public 
Records Act Request *PRIVILEGED 


answers below 


Blair Besten 


Executive Director 


209-211 W 5th Street 


Los Angeles, California 90013 


O 213.488.1901 C 213.700.9829 


HistoricCore.BID 


FOLLOW US ON: 


facebook / twitter / instagram 
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24HR HOTLINE: 
213/239-8336 


On Thu, May 7, 2020 at 9:40 AM Jeffrey C. Briggs, Esq. 
<jbriggs@jbriggslaw.com> wrote: 


Blair, as you know I responded to this request March 20 with some info 
and an estimate of Mid-May for a further response. | would like to get 
this person a little more info by the end of next week, and | would 
focus on the HIGHLIGHTED portions below—if you can get back to me 
next week or so on one or two of the highlighted items, that will keep 
this moving. 


Thanks! 


Jeffrey C. Briggs, Esq. 
Briggs Law 

3373 Country Home Court 
First Floor 

Thousand Oaks, CA 91362 
ibriggs@jbriggslaw.com 


www.jbriggslaw.com 
(323) 461-5400 


(323) 908-7275 fax 
Click here to upload encrypted files securely. 
Ask me about Hollywood 4WRD and 


ending homelessness in Hollywood, and 
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Hollywood Central Park over the 101 


Freeway 


---------- Forwarded message --------- 

From: Carrie Poppy <carriepoppy@gmail.com> 
Date: Mon, Mar 9, 2020 at 1:58 PM 

Subject: California Public Records Act Request 
To: <publicrecords@historiccore.bid>, 
<blair@historiccore.bid> 


Dear Historic Core Business Improvement District and Ms. Blair Besten, 


1. Records showing income received by the Business 
Improvement District (hereafter, BID) or its property 
owners' association on or after January 1, 2017.1 am 
looking for information that's sufficiently detailed to 
allow me to determine the source(s) of the income, 
whether from assessments on property or otherwise. 
Thus bank statements showing deposits will suffice if 
the sources of the deposits are listed. Likewise with 
ledgers or any other records that have the information 
I'm looking for. In particular, though, | wouldn't expect 
that tax forms alone would suffice since they don't 
typically contain detailed information as to income 
sources. | AM GUESSING THAT BANK STATEMENTS 
WON'T HAVE INCOME SOURCES IDENTIFIED IN ALL 
INSTANCES, UNLESS ALL WE HAVE IN TERMS OF INCOME 
ARE AUTO-DEPOSITS FROM THE CITY. ASIDE FROM 
INTEREST INCOME, SCANT THOUGH IT WOULD BE, 
MAYBE THERE IS A GRANT OR TWO ON THE INCOME 
SIDE? DO WE HAVE EVENT INCOME, EVEN IF OFFSET BY 
EXPENSES? PRESUMABLY THE DETAILS ARE IN OUR 
ACCOUNTING SOFTWARE AND A SIMPLE INCOME 
REPORT COULD BE RUN? THAT PROBABLY WOULD BE 
THE MOST COMPLETE. IF WE DISCLOSE IT ALL IN WHAT 
WE FILE ANYWAY WITH THE CITY, THEN THAT WOULD BE 
A GOOD WAY TO RESPOND AS WELL. BUT I WOULD 
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START WITH A SIMPLE REPORT FROM WHATEVER 
ACCOUNTING SOFTWARE WE USE. MOST SUCH 
SOFTWARE ALLOWS YOU TO RUN A REPORT OF ALL 
INCOME RECEIPTS. IT WOULDN'T MATTER FOR OUR 
RESPONSE, BUT | AM NOT AWARE OF ANY INCOME 
SOURCE THAT IS QUESTIONABLE. ALSO, I DON'T THINK 
THE REQUEST IS FOR THE ASSESSED PROPERTY 
OWNERS AND WHAT EACH OF THEM PAID, THOUGH 
THAT IS ALREADY A LIST WE HAVE TO GIVE THE CITY 
(OR THE CITY GIVES US) ANYWAY. SO I THINK IF WE 
HAVE AN ACCOUNTING REPORT THAT SAYS WE 
RECEIVED $X FROM THE CITY (IN ASSESSMENT MONEY 
COLLECTED), THAT IS SUFFICIENT. IF SHE WANTS MORE, 
SHE CAN ASK, BUT | DON'T THINK WE NEED TO SEEK 
CLARIFICATION AT THIS POINT. 


| SUGGEST WE LOOK AT WHAT WE HAVE ON THIS ONE 
SOONER THAN LATER, AS IT PROBABLY WILL BE A SIMPLE 
REPORT WE CAN RUN AND PROVIDE QUICKLY. AS SOME OF 
THE REEQUESTS COULD TAKE MUCH LONGER TO RESEARCH 
AND PRODUCE, WE SHOULD KNOCK OUT QUICKLY THOSE WE 
CAN. 


Income is nearly 10096 from assessments and maybe some 
from filming shoots. But it's sporadic. Usually it's 
reimbursement from moving trash cans. We did get a DWP 
grant for a few years but they stopped doing that. It's all I 
can remember. 


2. Official BID letters supporting or opposing legislation at 
any level of government sent on or after January 1, 2010. 
THIS COULD TAKE AWHILE. YOU KNOW WHAT YOU HAVE 
WRITTEN TO ANYONE, BUT THIS GOES WAY BACK AND SO 
YOU MAY NEED TO DO SOME RESEARCH ON THIS ONE TO BE 
COMPLETE. / WOULD INTERPRET IT STRICTLY, AND THUS 
AS TO LEGISLATION ONLY, NOT TO VARIOUS COMMUNITY 
ISSUES THAT SURFACE FROM TIME TO TIME AND WHICH THE 
BID MIGHT WEIGH IN ON. AS ONE SUCH EXAMPLE, A LETTER 
REGARDING PORT-O-POTTIES IN THE DISTRICT IS NOT ABOUT 
"LEGISLATION." A LETTER ASKING THE BID'S STATE 
SENATOR AND REPRESENTATIVE TO OPPOSE A BILL SEEKING 
TO IMPOSE A PENALTY FOR PUBLIC RECORD ACT VIOLATIONS 
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IS ABOUT "LEGISLATION." | SUGGEST YOU TAKE A QUICK 
LOOK AT THIS, SEE IF MAYBE IT ACTUALLY WOULD BE VERY 
LIMITED AND EASY TO FIND STUFF, JUST IN CASE—AND IF 
NOT, THEN THAT OTHERWISE HELPS US ESTIMATE A 
PRODUCTION OF RECORDS DATE. 


| have some maybe not all - will look. 


3. Records relating to amicus curiae (friend of the court) 
briefs in which the BID was an amicus curiae on or after 
January 1, 2010. These should include at a minimum a copy 
of each such brief and copies of any invoices relating to the 
production of the briefs. THE ONLY AMICUS BRIEF ON WHICH 
THE BID WAS A SIGNATORY OF WHICH | AM AWARE IS IN THE 
BOISE CASE. SO, WHAT WE HAVE ARE (1) THE BRIEF, OF 
WHICH YOU HAVE A COPY BUT | HAVE ATTACHED FOR YOUR 
CONVENIENCE, ALONG WITH THE PHOTOS INCLUDED WITH 
THE FILED BRIEF; (2) AN EXPENSE INVOICE, REDACTED AS TO 
ATTY-CLIENT PRIVILEGE INFORMATION (ALSO ATTACHED AND 
OKAY TO PROVIDE IN THIS FORM)(MY OTHER STATEMENTS, 
LIKE THE REDACTED PART OF THIS ONE, WERE ONLY FOR MY 
RETAINER, | DID NOT CHARGE SEPARATELY FOR OUR BOISE 
APPEAL INVOLVEMENT, AND SO THERE IS NO NEED TO 
REDACT AND PROVIDE THE OTHER STATEMENTS 
REFERENCING BOISE CASE WORK BECAUSE NONE WAS A 
SPECIFIC INVOICE FOR SUCH WORK); (3) ANY EMAILS YOU 
AND | EXCHANGED ON THE SUBJECT, ALL OF WHICH WOULD 
BE ATTORNEY-CLIENT PRIVILEGED AND SO WE WILL CLAIM 
THAT EXEMPTION AS TO ALL AND DON'T NEED TO LOOK FOR 
ANYTHING; (4) ANY EMAILS YOU AND STAFF OR THE BOARD 
MAY HAVE EXCHANGED ON THIS SUBJECT (LIKELY NONE STILL 
EXISTING, BUT WE SHOULD LOOK, DON'T NEED TO ASK THE 
BOARD TO SEARCH, WE WOULD HAVE ANYTHING THAT WE 
CONSIDER A RECORD—TIMEFRAME IS APPROXIMATELY JULY 
THROUGH DECEMBER 2019 WHEN THIS MIGHT HAVE BEEN 
MENTIONED IN EMAILS); (5) DRAFTS OF ALL OR PARTS OF 
THE BRIEF, ALSO SUBJECT TO THE ATTORNEY-CLIENT 
PRIVILEGE AND WORK PRODUCT EXEMPTIONS, SO NO NEED 
TO LOOK SPECIFICALLY; AND (6) EMAILS BETWEEN YOU AND 
ANY OTHER BIDS OR ANYONE ELSE OUTSIDE OUR BID ABOUT 
THE BOISE CASE (ROUGHLY JULY-DEC 2019, AND THE ONLY 
RELEVANT EMAILS WOULD BE THOSE PERTAINING 
SPECIFICALLY TO THE ISSUE OF FILING AN AMICUS BRIEF, SO 
PRIOR DISCUSSIONS OF BOISE ARE NOT RESPONSIVE). | 
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CANNOT THINK OF ANYTHING ELSE THAT WOULD BE 
RESPONSIVE. IF YOU DON'T HAVE ANY OF THIS SORT OF 
STUFF BEYOND WHAT I HAVE ATTACHED, THEN WE CAN 
RESPOND TO THIS SUB-REQUEST FAIRLY QUICKLY, AND 
OTHERWISE A QUICK LOOK HELPS US GIVE A PRODUCTION 
ESTIMATE. OF COURSE, YOU WOULD KNOW IF YOU EVER 
SIGNED ON TO ANY EARLIER AMICUS BRIEFS, THOUGH I 
THINK YOU WOULD HAVE MENTIONED THAT TO ME. 


Don't have anything else other than what you provided it was all by phone call or 


in person. 


4. Contracts relating to advocacy between the BID/POA and 
lobbying entities registered with governments at any level 
effective on or after January 1, 2010. THE ONLY WAY TO 
RATIONALLY READ THIS REQUEST IS FOR CONTRACTS 
BETWEEN HPOA AND A REGSITERED LOBBYIST. | AM NOT 
AWARE OF ANY SUCH CONTRACT THE BID HAS, AND I WOULD 
BE, UNLESS WE WERE A PARTY TO A LOBBYING DEAL SOME 
OTHER BID ARRANGED FOR THE BENEFIT OF SEVERAL BIDS. 
FOR EXAMPLE, | KNOW THAT KERRY WAS IN TOUCH WITH 
SOME SORT OF LOBBYIST AND/OR PR FIRM WHEN WE 
WORKED WITH THE DOWNTOWN CENTER BID AND OTHERS 
TO FIGHT THE BILL (AB 1479) SEEKING TO ADD NON- 
COMPLIANCE PENALTIES TO THE CPRA LAWS, IN 
APPROXIMATELY AUGUST OF 2017. BUT I DON'T THINK WE 
HAD A CONTRACT WITH SUCH ORGANIZATION, AND | CAN'T 
FIND ANYTHING SAYING THAT WE DID. THE LOBBYIST OF 
WHICH | AM AWARE IS CAITY MAPLE OF Gonzalez, Quintana, 
Hunter & Cruz IN SACRAMETO, BUT | NEVER SAW ANY 
AGREEMENT WITH THAT FIRM ON THAT OR ANY OTHER 
ISSUE. | SUSPECT WE CAN RELATIVELY QUICKLY CONCLUDE 
THAT WE HAVE NO LOBBYIST CONTRACTS AND THUS CAN 
TELL THE REQUESTOR THAT PROMPTLY. | AM SURE WE HAVE 
HAD LOBBYIST COMMUNICATIONS NOW AND AGAIN, BUT I 
SUSPECT NO CONTRACTS SINCE 2010. (WE ALSO WOULD 
NOT NECESSARILY KNOW WHO IS A REGISTERED LOBBYIST 
WHEN DEALING WITH THEM TO ANSWER QUESTIONS OR GET 
INFO, ETC.; WE WOULD ONLY KNOW THAT FOR SURE IF WE 
DID HAVE AN AGREEMENT WITH THEM. LOTS OF PEOPLE 
HAVE TO REGISTER AS LOBBYISTS THAT ARE NOT REALLY 
LOBBYING FIRMS OR PERSONS PER SE, AND LOTS OF 
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TECHNICAL LOBBYISTS ARE NOT REGISTERED.) 


So in order to interview for the white paper | did, a separate group of property 
owners retained a lobbyist however it was not funded or through the BID and I 
worked with her on my own time. 


5. ONCE ALL THE OLD NEWSLETTERS ARE ON LINE, LET ME 
KNOW. I THINK THOSE WILL SUFFICE FOR THIS UNLESS YOU 
HAVE SOMETHING MORE3 SPECIFIC THAT YOU HYAVE 
HANDED OUT ABOUT HOMELESSNESS OR WHATNOT. Records 
sufficient to reveal all public education campaigns the BID 
has engaged in since January 1, 2010. By "public education 
campaigns" I'm thinking of e.g. efforts to encourage or 
discourage people with respect to giving money to 
panhandlers, or about the value or lack thereof of hiding 
valuables in parked cars, or about CEQA reform, or 
homelessness, or any similar topic. Such campaigns will 
often include flyers, signs, town hall meetings, and so on. 
Please note that | am not seeking detailed records about 
these campaigns but only to determine the existence of each 
such campaign. Thus, for instance, a single flyer, or meeting 
agenda, or the like from each will suffice. THIS IS A TOUGH 
ONE TO DECIPHER, BUT A NARROW READING OF THE 
REQUEST AND A SIMPLE RESPONSE MIGHT NOT LEAD TO 
MORE QUESTIONS FROM THIS REQUESTER AND IS FAIR 
READING OF THE REQUEST. SO, FIRST, IT IS HARD TO KNOW 
WHAT A "PUBLIC EDUCATION CAMPAIGN IS," EMPHASIS ON 
WHAT A " CAMPAIGN" IS; A LOT OF WHAT THE BID DOES IS 
"PUBLIC EDUCATION" VIA ITS NEWSLETTER AND WEBSITE, 
AND IT EDUCATES PEOPLE ON BUSINESSES, STREET 
CLOSURES, PARKING, WAYFINDING, AND ALL KINDS OF 
THINGS. SO PART OF A RESPONSE MIGHT BE TO PROVIDE 
COPIES OF ALL OUR NEWSLETTERS SINCE 1/1/10—1 DON'T 
KNOW HOW MANY (IF ANY) OLD ONES NOW ARE ONLINE 
ALREADY, BUT IF THEY ARE, WE CAN JUST REFER HER TO 
THOSE AS PART OF THE RESPONSE. AND THAT MAY BE 
ABOUT IT UNLESS PUT ON ANY "TOWN HALLS" OR 
DISTRIBUTED SAFETY FLYERS OR WHATEVER AT ANY TIME, 
BUT YOU WOULD KNOW. | DON'T THINK PARTICIPATION IN 
THE BID CONSORTIUM WOULD QUALIFY IF SOME OTHER BID 
DID SOME SUCH "CAMPAIGN." SO THIS ALSO COULD BE AN 
EASIER RESPONSE THAN IT MIGHT APPEAR, BUT THINKING 
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ABOUT A LITTLE UP FRONT WILL AT LEAST HELP US ESTIMATE 
A RESPONSE TIME. 


Do they mean like flyers? Hide it Lock it Keep it? 


6. Records revealing the existence of public comments given 
by BID staff in their official capacity in person at non-BID 
Brown Act meetings held on January 1, 2017 or later. These 
might include speaker cards, WE WOULD NOT HAVE THOSE 
notes about the comments | WOULD CONSIDER THOSE 
NOTES AN EXEMPT “DRAFT”, or similar things. | only need 
records sufficient to allow me to construct a list which 
includes date, time, name of commenter, name of meeting, 
and issue being commented on. WE MIGHT ACTUALLY BE 
ABLE TO CONSTRUCT A LIST AND THEN WORK BACKWARDS 
FOR RESPONSIVE "RECORDS," OR MAYBE JUST ASK HER IF 
SHE WANTS OUR LIST? | DON'T KNOW IF YOU MAKE A HABIT 
OF SPEAKING AT THE COUNCIL OR ITS COMMITTEE MEETINGS 
ON BEHALF OF THE BID, BUT SINCE SHE SAYS SHE REALLY 
JUST WANTS A LIST, MAYBE WE CAN PUT THAT TOGETHER 
MORE EASILY THAN TRYING TO FIND "RECORDS" THAT 
RELATE TO THOSE OCCASIONS? 


| have no idea. Hear of a meeting - | go, | speak. She/He would have to go to City 
Hall for those. | wouldn't even be able to guess I've gone to several each year 
and don't even remember which were me as the HCBID and me as a 
resident/stakeholder of DTLA. 


If any of these records are held by the BID in electronic form I 
will need to inspect them and potentially receive copies in 
electronic form. | DON'T UNDERSTAND THIS UNLESS SHE 
THINKS WE WOULD CHARGE HER FOR A THUMB DRIVE OR 
WHATEVER; WE CAN JUST SEND PDF'S OR THE EMAILS 
THEMSELVES IF THERE ARE ANY, BY EMAIL. WE CAN FIGURE 
OUT HOW TO TRANSMIT WHEN WE KNOW WHAT WE HAVE. 


This sounds like an Adrianesque request. "Electronic Form" as they are being 
held - you know? Maybe? 
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SO, FIRST STEP IS TO ASSESS HOW DIFFICULT/EASY EACH OF 
THESE MIGHT BE, AND THEN BY NEXT THURSDAY GIVE A 
WRITTEN RESPONSE ATTACHING MAYBE A FEW HANDY 
THINGS, STATING THOSE SUB-REQUESTS FOR WHICH WE 
THINK WE HAVE NO RECORDS, AND GIVING AN ESTIMATE ON 
WHEN WE EXPECT TO PRODUCE ANY OTHER RECORDS. WE 
WILL ALSO NEED TO STATE ANY EXEMPTIONS WE KNOW 
ABOUT (PRIVILEGES, DRAFTS) WHILE RESERVING OTHERS 
FOR THE TIME OF PRODUCTION. | CAN HELP WITH THE 
RESPONSE LANGUAGE WHEN WE HAVE A SENSE OF WHAT 
WE HAVE AND DON'T HAVE, SO LET ME KNOW A GOOD TIME 
TO REVIEW WITH YOU EARLY NEXT WEEK AND WE WILL GO 
FROM THERE. 


Many thanks, 


Carrie Poppy 


2/23/21, 6:13 PM 


